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To: Magee, Gerald (Jerry)[gmagee@blm.gov] 

Cc: Knsti Uastrolini^Kmastrof^blm.gov]. Joel BrijrDmpbrumrDigibtm gov]: 

KPMT(Wm^of^kf_managerT»eDMeafTn2!blm govj; Madeline CampbelifrrlcaTnpbei^btm gov] 

From: Austm. Terry 

Sent 2017.05*31T15:11.53-04:00 

Irrportanca: Normal 

Re Folfow*up on the Monument Review Data Call 
Racaivad: 2017.05*31T15 12:01*04:00 

1 KFjHs Kespcnse Corrected Initial Data Request Related to CSNM Expansion docx 

2 Kf-3lls Response Additional Intormatiof) ReouesteO Template docx 
Kf- Anachmeni 1 Grazif>g CSNM Data Callxls;i 

Kf- Anjchment 2 Timber CSNM Exoansiof) Analysis Pdt 

Kf- A'lochTier: 3 News article opposition to monument eipansion pdt 

Hi Jeny, 

Here you go • let me krurw if you have any questions or if you need anything else. 

Please send us a copy of the combined document - curious lo see how ii all turns out! 

Thanks again for (he phone call today - it was very helpful to talk to you. -Terry 
Tarry Austin 

Planning & Environmental Coordinator 

Klamafh /a//.? Resource Area, Lakeview BLM 
(S41) 885*4142. taustinablm oov 


On Tue, May 30, 201? ai 4:09 PM, Magee, Gerald (Jeny) < gmageef<i'blm gov > wrote: 

H) Teiry, 

Sounds good Could you cc Joel ESnirrun and Krisn Ma.«Dotlfii when you send your answers lo (he two tbrms, as weHl 
likely use one or Ihe other a« Ihe 'base" documeni lo aggregate inio. 

I jusi uploaded the 3W Oregon KMP ROD to the nafl Dnke site, so together with the Redding and the C3NM 
RMR'RODs, we've got all of the currenlly effective RMPs tor lands in both Ihe ocigirtai and expanded Monujnent 
AikI Joel IS completing a table of Range data by alloliitent by year lhat will be used lo support the response to ihose 
questions. 

Thanks for all of your work on this, and I look forward to receiv ing youi data tormnow nwniing 


Jerry Magee 

BLM Oregon-Washington Stale Office 

Wilderness & Nat'l Conservation Lands Program Lead 

Telephone: (503) 808-6086 

FAX: (503) 808-6021 

Email; gniagee@blm.gov 
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On Tue, May 30.2017 at 3:01 PM. Ausiin, Terry < iauaun@blm.gov > wrote: 

Hi Jerry. 

Yes, 1 did receive ihe invite and 1 viewed the documents already uploaded. We won’t have 
any documents to upload to the nai'l site (i.e. the RMP and proclamation for the CSNM 
expansion, etc. would be the same as those that Medford already uploaded), so that should 
make it easier. 

I was planning to send our responses to the questions directly to you for consolidation with 
Medford and Redding by tomorrow morning • will that work for you? 

We have most of the questions answered 'just need to change the formal on our range data lo 
facilitate consolidation, and a couple of folks need to review it. 

The original CSNM is only on ihe Medford side, so KFRA is only impacted by the Expansion 
Area in Klamath County. So our responses all pertain to the Expansion Area. Actually, we 
do manage the grazing allotments that cross onto the Medford side, so the range data will 
have some information for the Original Monument as well. 

Hope that helps • let me know if you have any other questions. Thanks' ^Ttrty 


Tarry Austin 

Planning & Environmental Coordinator 

Klamath Falls Resoitn c Area. Lakeview BLM 

(541) 885*4142, lau8Ln@blm.QOv 

On Tue, May 30,2017 at 2:28 PM, Magee, Gerald (Jerry) < gmagee@blm.gov > wrote: 

Hi Tcny. 

J responded lo some queshons from AshUnd and Redding today so have checked in with ihem, bui wanted you lo be 
aware of requests for our tislut on ihe data call (aee ASL) inquiry below) 

Due to my absence Iasi Pn and problems rransfemng doca between our google dnve and the nsfl folder, I requested 
permission for you lo have direct access lo the nai’l site I've not rec'd any WO response, so wondered if you lec'd 
an imntaiion to collaborate that venlies you have access If so, you can direeily upload requested docuiivenis that are 
not already in that tbldei 

1 also wanted lo make sure that you're pull uig the requested intbrmaiion by Ongmal Monument and Expansion Area, and 
that you're coordinaOng with Medford lo ensure that the data is compatible emugh to allow tor aggregation under 
those two categories 

fm sorry tor this unexpected workload but really appreciate your work on cempleong it I'll be consolidatmg everything 
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vre\t go! by lomorrow, so hoping yoa\e had good luck iji gathering the data needed lo ansxvec the questions 
Please let me know whether or not you were invited lo the nat'l I>nve site and I'll idllow up WO if necessary 
Thanks 


Jerry Magee 

BLM Oregon-Wash inglon State Office 

Wilderness & Nat’I Conservation Lands Program Lead 

Telephone: (503) 808-6086 

FAX: (503) 808-6021 

Email: gmaaee(d.blin.gov 
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nwMHiMIfttoMMfVAAiw tUkavltw WstrtcO BUK kuooni^torCauaat ShWwtta NM B»8fl<0tt 

Call for Data Related to Review of National Monuments under EO 13792 {April 26, 2017) 

Pfease help us gather information about each of the items listed below^ for each of the National Monuments 
listed below m Table 1 

1 Documents Requested - See Medford Response 

a Resource Management Plans/Land Use Plans 
b. Record of Deds ion 
c Public Scoping Documents 
d. Presidential Proclamation 

2. Information on activities permitted at the Monument, including annual levels of activity fron^ the date 
of designation to the present "'Designation date for the CSNM expansion is January 12,2017" 

a Recreation * annual visits to site 

The CSNM expansion area in Klansath County has been in winter/snow covered condition for 
most of the period since designation. Visitation for winter sports (snowmobiling and xc skiing) is 
estimated at lOOO visits 

b. Energy • annual production of coal, oil, gas and renewables {if any] on site; amount of energy 
transmission infrastructure on site (if any) • None 
c Minerals • annual miners production on site * None 

d. Tin^ber * annual timber production on site (in board*feet, CCF, or similar measure) 

Timber producDon within the CSNM Exparuion Area wrthin Klan^ath County since designation 
was 10 MBF due to the ligsaw timber sale that was sold prior to the Expansion, 
e Grazing * annual grazir^ on site (AUMs permitted and sold) 

I The total annual permitted AUMs within the CSNM expansion area is 803. Currently 698 
AUMs have been billed in 2017. See KF attachment 1: Grazing^CSNM Data Call 
f. Subsistence * participation rates for subsistence activities occurring on site (fishing, huntir^, 
gathering); Quantities harvested; other quantifiable information where available None 
g Cultural * list of cultural uses/values for site; number of sites; other quantifiable information 
where available 

I A total of 23 archaeological surveys have been earned out to date and cover 94 percent 
of the Klamath Palls Resource Area portion of the monument expansion; 755.8 acres 
contain no survey. 

ir. As of May 3D, 2017, the KPRA geodatabase irvdicates that nine sites are located within 
the KPRA expansion area Three sites are prehistoric (pre*daling the 18O0s) and six are 
historic. The three prehistoric sites consist of lithics, while the historic sites are related 
to cadastral surveys (blazed bearir^ trees and historic survey monun^ents). 

3. Information on activities occurring during the 5 years prior to Expansion designation 

a Recreation * annual visits to site 

14,000 annual visits {RMIS data and estimates) 

b. Energy • annual production of coal, oil, gas and renewables {if any) on site; amount of energy 
transmission infrastructure on site (if any) 
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c Minerals • annual numeral production on site 

d. Tinnber • annual timber production on site (in board*feet, CCF, or similar measure) 

Average annual timber production in the CSNM Expansion Area within Klannath County over the 
past 3 years has been 2,653 MBF 
e Grazing * annual grazing on site (AUMs permitted and sold) 

The permitted AUMs prior to designation were the same as after. One of two permittees on one 
allotment didn^t graze and another allotment didn^t have a permittee five years prior to 
designation, reducing total billed AUMs to 566 out of 692 permitted AUMs 
f. Subsistence * participation rates for subsistence activities occurrir^ on site (fishing, hunting, 
gathering); quantities harvested; other guanOfiable information where available 
g Cultural * list of cultural uses/values for site; number of sites; other quantifiable information 
where available 

I In the five year period prior to the expansion of the CSNM, two cultural resource surveys 
were conducted, amounting to 2,340 acres being surveyed in what was to become the 
CSNM. Following the expansion, two surveys {total 395 acres) were finalized in the 
CSNM. 

II. In the five year period prior to the expansion of the CSNM, two historic sites {historic 
cadastral marker and bearing trees) were documented Followir^g the expansion, no 
sites have been documented. 

4. Information on activities that likely would have occurred annually from the date of designation to the 
present If the Monument Expansion had not been designated 
a Recreation * annual visits to site 

1000 visits Due to the short time period (January 12,2017 to the present) and limited access 
due to srww cover, it is unlikely that visitation would have been substanbaliy different if the 
Monument Expansion had not been designated 

b. Energy * annual production of coal, oil, gas and renewables {if any] on site; amount of energy 
transmission infrastructure on site (if any) None 
c Minerals • annual mineral production on site None 

d. Timber - annual timber production on site (in board*feet, CCF, or similar measure) 

I Had the Monument Expansion not been designated, KFRA would have continued to plan 
for entire FY17 ASQ of 6 MMBF to come from Leek Peak Project within the Expansion 
Area. 

ii. Portion of CSNM Expansion withm Klamath County is 99 % O&C lands {11,715 acres out 
of 11,791 acres) which encompasses Klamath Palls Resource Area's (KFRA) O&C bmber 
sale plans for the next 8 • 10 years 

Hi. Due to the CSNM Expansion into Klamath County, KFRA will not meet the newly 
signed Resource Management Plan ASQ (allowable sale Cjuantity) for at least 15 
years, 

iv. KFRA ASQ of 6 MMBF (million board feet) is unsustainable and needs to be 
recalculated. 
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V O&C furiding will riot likely continue dt current levels if KFRA cannot meet ASQ 
targets. 

VI. See KF attachment 2: Timber_CSNM_EKoansion Analysis 


e Grazing * annual grazir^ on site (AUUs permitted and sold) 

Grazing/ AUMs active and billed would likely have remained the same. A reduction of 
permitted AUMs did occur on one allotment after a rangeland health assessment found 
grazing to have been a casual factor for not meeting standards and guidelines, 

f. Subsistence * participation rates for subsistence activities occurring on site (fishing hunting, 
gathering); quantities harvested; other quanbfiatrie infornnation where available *ryone 

g. Cultural * list of cultural uses/values for site; number of sites; other quantifiable information 
where available 

The BLM does not have sufficient informabon to predict how designation of the 
monument has impacted cultural uses of the Monument Expansion Area within Klamath 
County, 

5. Charges to boundaries * dates and changes in size CSNM Expansion January 12, 2017 - 11,791 acres rn 
Klamath County, including 11,715 acres of O&C lands 

6. Public Outreach prior to Designation * outreach activities conducted and opportunities for public 
comment Klamath County Commissior>ers held a Town Hall Meeting on rvovember 1,2016 m which 
attendees were largely opposed to the Monument Expansion See KF attachment 3 * News article 
November 9, 2016. 

7 Terms of Designation - See Medford Response 
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T»tk t \M efMitkon»t lMonum«nU irnkiM in R«vkw lp«f Ool May S. 20l?| 


NaVortdl Monumem 

Location 

Managing Agency 

6aslr> and Range 

Nevada 

BLM 

Bears Bars 

UWi 

BLM.USFS 

Benyessa $r>ow Mountoi n 

California 

USFS. BLM 

Canyons of the Ancaents 

Colorado 

BLM 

Carrizo Plan 

California 

BLM 

Caacafle SsMyou 

Oregon 

BLM 

Creters of tne Mocn 

Giant Sequoia 

Idaho 

California 

NPS. BLM 

U8F6 

Cold Butte 

Nevada 

BLM 

Grand Canyw-ParaMnt 

Arizona 

BLM, NPS 

Grand Staircas&Escalante 


BLM 

Hanford Reach 

Washingtori 

FWS, DOS 

fronwood Forest 

Arizona 

BLM 

Mojava Trails 

Calirornia 

BLM 

Organ Moiaitalrte^eeert Peeks 

New Mexico 

BLM 

Rfo Grande dai Norte 

New Mexico 

BLM 

SarxJ to Snoiv 

Calrfornia 

BLM.USFS 

San Gabnel Uountens 

California 

USPS 


Sonoran Ddsen Anzono BLM 

Upper MissotJl River Breaks Montane BLM 


Vermilion Cliffs 

Arizona 

BLM 

Katshdn Woods and Waters 

Maine 

NPS 

Marianas Trendi 

CWil/Paofic Ocean 

FWS 

Northeast Canyons and SeamourHs Allar^bc Ocean 

NOAA. FWS 

Pnflc Remote Islands 

Pacific Ocen 

FWS 

Pap^anaumokuS kea 

Hfiwaf'i/Pacific Ocean 

NOAA.FWS 

Rose Atoll 

American SAmca/Pacific Ocean 

FWS 
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AttorneV'Client Privileged * DRAFT -Prelimindry Analysis subject to further authentication 


ESTIMATION OF CASCADE-SISKIYOU MONUMENT EXPANSION OF HARVEST MODELING CALCULATIONS 
Prepared by Carolina Hooper 
March 16, 2017 


SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

New sustained yield calculations that exclude the Cascade Siskiyou Monument Expansion (CSME) will 
likely reduce the ASQ harvest in Medford from 37 million bdft/year to 35-36 million bdft/year. In 
Lakeview the ASQ harvest will likely be reduced from 6 million bdft/year to 3*4 million bdft/year. On 
average, for the first 50 years, the Medford District's modeled non-ASQ harvest will likely be reduced by 
4 million bdft/decade, or 400,000 bdft/year. 


Assumptions 

To make an estimate of impacts to harvest modelir^ requires making assumptions. For this effort I 
assumed that rw ASQ harvest and no Reserve harvest will occur in the CSME. There sutistontial 
uncertainties about the future management of the CSME, and the assumptions for this paper don't 
represent an interpretation of the meaning of the Proclamation. 


Methods 

These estimates used the harvest modelir^ results for Sensitivity Run 3 (SR3). These results were 
combined mth a spatial file of the CSME that was developed from 1/17/2017 Cascade-Siskiyou National 
Monument map. The modeled harvest from the first five decades, and the 20"' decade both within and 
outside of the CSME where analyzed for this report. 


Effect on Sustained Yield Calculation* 

• The total sustained yield calculation for the Medford District is 37 million bdft/year. The acres in 
the CSME have a similar site class distribution to the overall Medford HLB acres. I esflmote that 
a new sustained yield calculation that does not include the CSME area will be between 35 and 
36 million bdft/year. This represents a A% decrease. 


‘ Oitr^ek in thesustetMd yield unfitly be eenlfrnwd bydDaif WMidi lock modeling nau. «hick were iMt deiwrertlikestimett 
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AttorneV'Client Privileged * DRAFT -Preliminary Analysis subject to further authentication 


Sn»C1a» txnnbviiert- MarvntianQ Basa 


Otinckd Momment E>M"t*>ci> inside tifMonuKitmUMnsiori 




• The total sustained yield calculation for the Lakeview District is 6 million bdft/year. The acres in 
the CSME have a higher site Quality on average than the overall HLB acres. Removing these 
acres will likely have a disproportionately larger effect on the sustair>ed yteld calculation then 
the actual volume forgone in the first 5 decades. I estimate that a new sustained yield 
cakulabon that does not include the CSME area will be 3*4 million bdft/year. This represents a 
32*50% decrease from the current calculation. 


i,ai>«v«*t*s<MCia(s cwreuttOfi. Haiverc lartd eaa* 


Outside of Monument 
Expansion 



WSthtn Monotnem Expansion 



HieOsn I 


I 9KasB4 


A5Q Harvest Levels 

• Approximately 5% of the Medford District's ASQ harvest in the ne>rt 5 decades is modeled in the 
CSME Area. In the next 5 decades, between 1 and 3 million board feet per year(bdft/vear) or 
between 14 and 30 million bdft/decade is modeled for harvest in the Expansion Area. 
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AttorneV'Client Privileged * DRAFT -Preliminary Analysis subject to further authentication 


• Approximately 32^ of the Lakeview District's ASQ harvest in the next 5 decades is modeled in 
the CSME Area. In the next 5 decades, between 1 to 3 million bdft/year or between 11 to 30 
million bdft/decade is modeled for harvest rn the Expansion Area. 

• For both Districts the percentage of ASQ harvest in the CSME Area decreases through time. This 
is because the expected harvest from the Harvest Lar>d Base - Uneven age Timber Area (UEMA) 
increases through time, and most of the UEMA is outside of the Expansion Area. 

Medford District ASQ Harvest Locstion 





B Harvest Lard Base 
B Monument Enpamion 


Lakeview District ASQ Harvest Location 


I 

I 

c 

8 


H Harvest Lartd Base 
■ Morumert Cxpa reion 

I III I 




nrrri 

1 t ) 4 S 

Decades 


Reserve Harvest Levels 

• There is no modeled Reserve harvest on the Lakeview District. 

• Approximately A% of the Medford District’s Reserve harvest in the next 5 decades will be in the 
CSME Area. In the next 5 decades, less than 1 million bdft/year or between 1 and 9 million 
bdft/decade was modeled to be harvested in the Expansion Area. 
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AttorneV'Client Privileged * DRAFT -Pretiminery Analysis subject to further authentication 


Medford District Reserve Harvest Location 


B Reserve land 



I ; I < ^ 

Oe<*0et 


Medford Oisirici — Percartrage of Rasarva Harva«l from Rasarvas vs Monu mertl EkM^siori 
Average first riva Decadas 200 yean 



0 Uc*HirMr<F<M"ia>'i 


Federal Status 

a 99% of the CSME Area in Lakeview District is Oregon and California Railroad Act land (O&C) 

a 92% of the CSME Area m the Medford Drstrict is Oregon and California Railroad Act land {O&C) 
and 8% is Public Domain (PD) land. 
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AttorneV'Client Privileged * DRAFT -Preliminary Analysis subject to further authentication 


federal Status of Monument Expansion 


«< 

w itnal ExMnsion i«i Or«gc«) • 42,900 


S 12 PUOlICCMiHI 



ofc: *iAiicooiiH« 

9 ukSMlew Ounci 
■ Medford Oinrict 


La nd’Use Allocations 

• The CSME covers 30,500 acres from the Ashland Resource Area, leaving 153,100 acres. The 
CSME removes 7,900 acres of HLB. This is approximately 30% of the Low Intensity Timber Area 
(LITA) and 13% of the Unevenaged Timber Area (UETA). 


Ashland Resource Area - Change in Ldnd*U$e Allocations 


M * 


i 4c 



_ Remeirtina Lenfl'hM - lSS,li)0 Mret 
2 MonumtAt Ei|>Bn«loit — 3O,SO0 _ 


3’ 


CWMCMitiM UltSuiceMontf me HU lM<«wc*d HU Iah CswmHWOly 

lM>v* •’>4 

MU 

(IMP) Per WeMrn Cween 90018r4 Uw A iKSileiu 


• The CSME covers 11,800 acres from the Klamath Falls Resource Area, leaving 32,000 acres (not 
irKluding the Eastside Management Lands). The CSME removes 8700 acres of HLB. Approximately 
84% of the LITA, 16% of the UETA, and 89% of the Moderate Intensity Timber Area (MITA) are in the 
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AttorneV'Client Privileged * DRAFT -Preliminary Analysis subject to further authentication 


CSME. There are approximately 28,000 acres left in the Harvest Land Base, 99% of the remaining 
HLB is U ETA. 


Klamath Palls Resource Area* *’ Change in Land* Use Allocations 



■Mn Mvn ii m lwHM 

fiMPSfti Memm 0r«ewi ROD land UKAlieettSwt 

* doa noimluOs W CtMxdpWtfii|«fn9ii 


Topics for Further Consideration 

• Given the reduction in HLB, can the Medford and/or Lakevtew Dissects continue to meet their 
ASQ targets in the short term, given the annual and decadal vanation specified in the RODS^ 

• Should new modeling calculations be done for both the Medford and the Lakeview Districts 
given the annual and decadal variation that is in the RODS^ 

• If we decide on new modeling runs, when should new modeling runs occur'^ now, at the 
time of a plannir^ actron for the SW Oregon RMP, at the 5*year evaluation}. 

• Given the small acreage and volume of the Klamath Fails sustained yield unit {SYU) without the 
CSME, would It be appropriate to consider charges to the Klamath Falls SYU? 
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New lufornution Requested on Executive Order on the Review 
of Designations Under cbe Antiquities Act 


) BUM Responses to Additional Questions 



for Cascade Siskiyou National Monument 
a) Any legislative language, including legislation in appropriations bills • None 


[Identify if there is any related legislation regarding your monument] 

b) Alternative options available for protection of resources applicable at each monument, such 
as Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, Paleontological Resources 
Preservation Act, Archaeological Resources Protection Act, Historic Preservation Act and 
agency^specific laws and regulations. None 

The following could provide some options to protect specific resources found in [Name] 
National Monument. Protection would likely occur on a site-by*site orresouree«by-resourcc 
basis and also would take a significant amount of time to accomplish under these various 
laws. These laws may not provide a mechanism to protect all cultural or tribal resources in 
[Name] National Monument. [Provide any specific information or examples for your 
monument ] 

National Historic Preservation Act, (NHPA) 

Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, (NAGPRA) 

Paleontological Resources Preservation Act, (PRPA) 

Archaeological Resources Protection Act, (ARPA) 

American Indian Religious Freedom Act (AIRFA) 

c t Designated wilderness areas (name, acreage). Wilderness Study Areas (name if there is one, 
acreage, type), and/or areas managed to preserve wilderness or roadless characteristics that 
arc not WSAs. None 

[Insert monument specific response] 

d) Outstanding R S. 2477 claims within a mimumeni - type of road claimed and history 
[Insert monument specific response] None 

e) Maps 

[Insert monument specific response] None 
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f) Cultural or hisiorical resources, particularly Tribal, located near a moniimcnl but not wiihb 

(he boundary (hat might benefit from inclusion in the monument • None 

(Insert monument ^ecific response] 

g) Other - general questions or comments 

[Insert monument specific response regarding any other information that should be 

considered in the review of your monument] 

Klamdth County Portion of C5NM Expansion 

« January 12,2017 Proclamation authonzini the CSNM expansion includes a list of objects 
of scientific or historical interest which do not occur within the Klamath County portion 
of the expansion such as the Klamath iargescale sucker, endangered shortnose SL>cker, 
endangered Lost River sucker, pygmy rabbit, American pika. 

« Portion of CSNM Expansion within Klamath County is 99% O&C lands (11,715 acres out 
of 11,791 acres.) 

« This area encompasses Klamath Falls Resource Area's (KFRA) O&C timber sale plans for 
the next 8 -10 years. 

« Due to the CSNM Expansion into Klamath County, KFRA will not meet the newly signed 
Resource Management Plan ASQ (allowable sale quantity) for at least 15 years. 

« KFRA ASQ of 6 MM6F (million board feet) is unsustainable and needs to be recalculated. 

« O&C funding will not likely continue at current levels if KFRA cannot meet ASQ targets, 

« KFRA BLM lands and private lands within CSNM expansion are fragmented and include 
extensive road systems and lands extensively managed for timber production. 

« No Threatened & Endangered Plant species have been found within the Klamath County 
portion of the CSNM expansion in 20* years of surveys. 

« CSNM expansion in Klamath County impacts O&C Reciprocal ROW areas that provide 
access to private timber lands. 

« KFRA economic contributions to local economy: 

o Approximately $5 million per year direct funding to KFRA BLM employees and 
projects; O&C Timber Sales Approximately $1.S million per year; Rent paid by 
KFRA BLM for office space is approximately $250,000 per year 

« Motorized access within original CSNM (roads) is currently being reduced/eliminated, 
o CSNM expansion area within Klamath County could result in reduced motorized 
access for various public uses, Christmas trees, firewood, mushrooms, 
recreation, hunting, etc. Roads closed or obliterated as a result of CSNM 
expansion could limit access for fire suppression and weed treatments 
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Commissioners join opposition to monument expansion 

By STiPHOJ FLOVD H£N SUFT Rpporlar Nerv ». 2016 


Tnd ofs««a'9 Mrvsyson Srbcles? iFyni arv a subscrMr, aanpV 




Klamath County ConwneaKKiats have voted lo opfcse anpanuon of the Cascade SieNiyou Nauonal Monumani aflar local taetdania ehowed 
ovemlyalming reaietance loihe ptoooael. 

Contmiastonara vcAed unanimouely Tuesday to lake a etanca ageirtal monument enpanuon end to dtafia lenar to federal olDcale detailing their 
diefteeeurewrtK Ihe plan 

mte 'J.ihole padiage haefusl been pul logeiber badly,’ said Commieeionaf Jvn Ballet 


This comes after commleekners held a tovm hall meeVig hov.1 dunrtg which local tesidems and officiele spcfce largely agairtai e«pansaon. Dunng the 
meeong commleaionerB seed Ihey would lake lime to review mpul before declenng ihea position arM did so on Tuesday. 

Klamath County lands 

The propoaal, put fonverd by Sen. Jeff Uerkley, wouM add 66SOO ecree lo the 66J)00 acre monument, including 16X00 aaes m lOamaih County. 
MertJeye office le accepbng public comment on the tsaue unDl Nov 20 after which time his office wdl forward mput lo Secrelary ctf the imanor SaHy 
Jewell, who wHI then meka a recommendalton lo President Berack Obame 

Cm os of the proposal are concerned Obama will imilalaraly approve monument e«pansion usmg ihe Amquilies Act of 190S. which authonzas Ihe 
pieeidarKlo cieala national monianenta from public lende by proclamation The Aniiguitiae AcJ was uead by Praeidani Bill Cfeiton to aatablieh the 
monumani i) 2000 

Sud) concerns ware echoed Tuaedey by commisaionere. who said ihe process ihus far hee encluded residanis end ofTicaalswho may be opposed lo 
ergiansion while ttiere is no mdi^on yel Metklev. iewell or Obama will change course. 

Thafe drsappomcng that ihe fadstal government wouldn't come and want to talk lo Klamath County about something gomg on m Klamath County, 
especaally a monument’ said Belial 

*1 Queeiion whether this prcpoeal is legal* said Commisaloner Kelley Stoty Storrle. who poir*ted ouiarpenaion may conflict wilh the OSC Lands AcJ of 
1937. 

Tbnbet revenue 

Klamath ts one of a number of Oregon counuae challan^yg the federal government for not fulfMing rrrandataa within lha O&C Lends Act. which 
regulates the harvesting of 24 milhon acres of Umber laiM it Oregon as well as the dvision of logging revenue between federal and local govammenta 
The Aaaociation of OSC Countiea, of which Mmty Moms is a board member, claims lha government is fulfilling roughly one quarter of its harvesting 
obligations, leading lo steep decfttee m revenue fc* affected counties. 

Of the 19,000 ecree of Klamath County L^nd proposed for monisnent erpenaion. the maforlrv ere OSC LaiMe arM commissioners argued the k>ee of 
harvestaUe timber wouM mean an even larger loss m local revenue 

*1 itsnk this e another effort thet wouM really dismantle Ihe O&C (Lends) Act.* said Mmty Mome. 

She added there rteada to be further conversasone about Ihe management of pubbc lends end. unbi a consenaus is reached, it vrculd ba'dangerthis* to 
push through monumarMaipaneion 


001-2019-09 01736 



FOIA001:01706964 


ContmiKstoner Tom Uallatns also said he <}oae not baieve use of ihe Amquttiae Act is appropnele for monumeni e«paneion, stasn^ Vie lendscape % no 
Crater Lake* 

'^>■9 le limber lertd and gteztng lertd.* he eald. 

Malams eaid enra etepe are not needed to preearve ihe naiutal resourcee M.iithln ihe propoaed area ae lha agncuNural mdusiry hee responsibly used 
the larvd *for generaliona.* He also said ha would be opposed lo arty fom ol e;9ansion, not simply a re wrioen proposal ertd believee il would be 
govemmenl overreach to further reeinciacceas to natural reacurces 

To view a map ol the proposed eipanaion, see ns story at hetakjendnaM.is com. 
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New oontmlsstoriafa also against monijritanl expansion 

locenwip Klamsin CMintyCemmssieiiers ay they than Hia evrrsM bearft opppslion leeiMmon oHneCaMSdeSeeiyou Nelieaisl Stonument sod would 
si«pdn sfartsta re>t0olorr«]eem« prqpQMl m me Kjlure 

Conimi«acne<*etect Oonnio Boyd and pr««umpbve sleoMn wer DwTiJ. OeCrMi saQ Tuesday they ba*ev« eipamon wsuU reduce Oie slrengm ofUw Qal 
oosnonty and sad ITiay support the many raeOanUwKo U-e Bine oul ageiwtlM proposal 

Boyd non Cw tea foreomndaonerposrben onenhen he recowed a maysniyof -olas Oieng Vie pranwyotoaice OeGrmi bOBme Vie sole candidate for 

corvitMOoer posibm Vveo alter najmbentJm Belleln*hdr«n from Pie lea Saig V 

Both haid wia been aBending raguir commmioner meewigs aodare espededlo teha ofHee Jen 3. 

Vrtien asked bysdbng coninwsecBiers to proutte SneetHougfas, doth loceeitfig dffic^iB said Vtey agree ••thinoa. i not el, dfthe board's pMion 

The test Snrng I piinkne need lo do is laM envy oien«enh•building eiduslnes m Klamath Courdy* said Boyd of acpension's potaiditf mpeeton pie Bmbsr ndusUy 

'VdPidut Pal stiff, el we'rodoiiQ e Uwiaporbog money around p«opla's bands,* he conbiired 

'I support the boarftmoro hare today la amposealeltef and formally oppose the menumsit.* aaid OeCroot, who atlanded an eerlortoan baimeolmg aboirt 
eipanon and sard he supports Pie pubfes oppoailion la the plan 
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